Summary of Variables and Data Sources
Word frequency is represented by size. All Polish words are spelled using the English alphabet. Prior to the analysis, we used standard pre-processing techniques, such as stemming and removing stopwords. The analysis demonstrates that "Zyd" (Jew) is the second most frequently used word after "Polacy" (Poles) and is more frequently used than "Rodzina" (Family), "Kraj" (Country), "Kosciol" (Church). Other frequently used terms are "Niemiec" (German), "Sprawa" (Issue), "Czas" (Time), and "USA". Importantly, word "Zyd" is used not only in conjunction with "Jedwabne", as this word is used much less frequently. The plot demonstrates the rise in the use of words "Jews" and "Jewish" in the LPR rhetoric in the summer of 2001, ahead of the September 23, 2001 parliamentary election. The rise coincides with the discussion of the Jedwabne controversy in Poland. The graph demonstrates the importance of the "Jewish Theme" relative to other themes in the LPR Program, such as Euroskepticism (words "EU", "European", "Europe" and "Brussels") and opposition to abortion and eurthanasia, justified by the references to the Catholic Church (words "Catholic", "Church", "Abortion" and "Euthanasia"). To measure income differences, we use the natural logarithm of personal income tax per capita (in Polish Złoty), collected within each community -log(Income Tax Per Capita). Because the basic tax rate (39.34%) does not vary across communities, differences in collected taxes represent actual differences in personal incomes. Using this measure would be problematic if the rates of tax compliance varied across communities. This is a relatively minor concern for Poland, however. 4 Alternative functional forms
Additional Economic Variables

Modeling Distance
In the article we use the natural logarithm of distance to Treblinka to accommodate the relationship where the exposure to Jewish valuables first falls off rapidly with small increases in distance from the death camp and then continues to decrease, but only slightly at greater distances. Here we explore the robustness of our findings to two alternative functional forms. Using non-log-transformed distance variable (Models 1, 3, and 5 in Table A6 ) yields similar results. However, the coefficients lose significance when we use a second-order polynomial, which suggests that this transformation does not fit the data. Figure 4 .1 facilitates interpretation of the result. In our dataset, quadratic form would fit the data better of the exposure to Jewish valuables first diminished with distance from the camp but then, beyond a certain inflection point, the effect of distance were reversed. This could be the case, for example, if people living more than 30 km away from the camp would have to travel by train from Warsaw or Białystok (i.e., living further away from Treblinka would also mean greater access to trains and buses). Historical accounts of Treblinka suggest this was not the case. Notes: Models (1), (3), and (5) use non-transformed distance. Models (2), (4), and (6) use the quadratic transformation. Standard errors corrected for overdispersion in parentheses. * p<0.1; * * p<0.05; * * * p<0.01 
Alternative Regression Models
General preference for right-wing parties
To further eliminate the possibility that the Treblinka area is more prone to vote for right-wing parties regardless of their position on the Holocaust, we explore electoral outcomes in the 1997 and 2005 parliamentary elections, in which Polish-Jewish relations were not salient in political discourse. Because the LPR did not exist until 2001, we use the support for the AWS, a coalition of right-wing groups including those that formed the LPR, in the 1997 election. The 2005 election was also the last election in which the LPR won seats in the Sejm. Results are presented in Table A12 . Table A12 also examines data from the 2015 election, in which some PiS candidates drew on WWII and the Holocaust to gain votes. In the simple bivariate regression model, the coefficient on the natural logarithm of Distance to Treblinka is negative but not statistically significant; it is negative and statistically significant (as our theory predicts) when we include district fixed effects. A likely explanation for the difference is that while in 2015 PiS was the key right wing party and thus people could vote for it for a host of reasons, in the Siedlce electoral district some PiS candidates (most notably Arkadiusz Czartoryski) were behind the 2013 draft law celebrating the local population for "helping their Jewish brothers" and campaigned against Gross and Grudzinska Gross's book Golden Harvest (Złote Żniwa) discussing grave digging in Treblinka. Thus, in this case the characteristics of district-level candidates may have played an important role. While the result is consistent with our broader argument, the analysis of 2015 election does not allow us to distinguish whether support for PiS candidates in 2015 decreases with distance to the camp due to contemporary factors, such as the legislators' explicit focus on Treblinka, or due to the legacies of property transfers during the war. 
Holocaust commemoration
Like Treblinka, the Warsaw ghetto is one of the key sites of Holocaust commemoration with monuments, plaques, and streets named after Jewish figures and a constant stream of visitors and groups. Yet because of the ghetto and the city's history under the Nazi occupation, the local residents of the area did not personally benefit from Jewish property. The Warsaw neighborhoods further away from the former ghetto area experience no Holocaust commemoration whatsoever. If the vote for the LPR is driven by negative attitudes towards Holocaust commemoration only and is not related to property transfers, then the parts of Warsaw where the ghetto was located should exhibit higher support for the LPR than adjacent socio-economically similar neighborhoods that had neither WWII-era property transfers nor contemporary Holocaust commemoration. However, examining electoral outcomes in Warsaw's 11 districts (2001 boundaries) shows that support in Warszawa-Centrum, where the ghetto was located, was 6.65%, or just slightly below the average level of support in Warsaw (7.07%). This finding should be viewed as a crude plausibility test only, but the combination of factors presented in this section makes us skeptical that the Holocaust commemoration explains our results.
Migration and changes in social structure
The existing quantitative data point to the lack of large-scale population movement. According to the 1988 census, which allows us to measure in-migration, 73% of people living in rural communities in the 50-km radius from the camp were born in the very community in which they resided. Among the remaining 27%, we assume at least some were born nearby (e.g., in a neighboring village within a similar distance to the camp) and married into their current village of residence, as is common in rural areas.
To examine whether rates of in-migration are associated with the distance to the death camp, we regress the share of Population Living from Birth (in 1988) on the natural logarithm of Distance to Treblinka. Results in Table A13 reject this possibility. Of course, it is still plausible that people left for more distant places, but this process is hard to reconcile with the lack of in-migration and the growing number of new homes built around the same period. The regression results show that there is no statistically significant association between Distance to Treblinka and Share Male (Models (1) and (2)) or Share Aged 60 and Older (Models (3) and (4)). The results suggest that there is no gender imbalance in various age groups in areas proximate to Treblinka in the 1990s. While it is still possible that some locals "drank the Jewish money away," the phenomenon was not widespread because alcoholism and alcoholism-related illnesses are much more likely to affect males than females. Herein lies an additional reason to reject the immediate consumption scenario.
6 Robustness tests
Placebo Camp Locations
Treblinka is located in the south-west corner of the Małkinia railway juncture, and localities at the other three corners are sufficiently similar in infrastructure, but did not experience property transfers at the same rate (see Figure A5) . We find that despite the quite small distance between Treblinka and the placebo locations, the coefficient on the distance to a placebo camp location decreases in magnitude in all models and loses significance for two out of three placebos ( Table A16 ). Note that for Placebo 2, while the size of the effect diminishes, the results are still statistically significant. We believe that the reason is that compared to other placebo locations, Placebo 2 is the closest to Małkinia and because of that did benefit from Jewish property, though to a much smaller extent than the Treblinka area. Trains transporting Jews to the camp would sometimes stop at the railroad juncture for hours and even days without any food or water, which the locals would then sell to dehydrated Jews for astronomical prices (Wiernik, 1944, 7-8) . The guards going in and out of the camp would also pass through the station, likely trading with the locals. Taken together, the results demonstrate that these are the property transfers that are explaining our results and also highlight the very localized, geographically constrained effects these property transfers have. Figure A6 . Overall, averaging the dependent variables over a 20-km radius improved the predictive power of Distance to Treblinka, further emphasizing that higher values of the dependent variables are significantly clustered only around Treblinka. Furthermore, we found that clustering is not a general feature of the data. The graph of the share of Dwellings with Metal Roofs shows no clustering at greater distances from the death camp. The plot of the share of Dwellings Built in 1945-70 reveals some clustering at larger distances from Treblinka, probably caused by the uneven distribution of wartime destruction, as noted in the article. The plot of the LPR Vote has only one cluster with high values, around Śniadowo, situated 50 km away from the death camp. Śniadowo, now a rural community, was classified as a small town until 1900 and thus had a Jewish population. In 1941-42, Nazis operated a small ghetto in Śniadowo. This case demonstrates that our empirical strategy of excluding communities classified as "urban" during and after WWII to isolate the impact of property transfers from other aspects of Polish-Jewish relations may miss communities that had lost their urban status in the beginning of the 20th century due to their small size. This is a relativel minor concern for our analysis, however: the death camp was constructed in a secluded and largely agricultural area, as noted in the article. 
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